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paratiſts:from her appropriate'to' her” ef the Printples* of 

true Loyalty, is fo apparent 'from ' her conffznr Lge in 
and Dodtrin, that one would think this Scribler of be 'New T, 
ver conſidered it at all' (though he tells us he hath- ofteri'confi ef) 
becauſe he cannot find it. For I challenge him or any min to 
ſhew - me:anf that 'are” fiot- bf her” Comminitort f riot excludin 
even.\the Calves . bf the. Hind, the Sons of 'the Chutch' of NO. 
felf ) \ that did conſtantly thaintain the: DoCtrin of "Net-refiltance 

to the. Supream Magiſtrate and -praGtiſ® —_— 'to Kt; e's our 

Church and her true Sons have always 
any-fach DoGrin as the! pap ring Tbs Ns : HE 
to. ai fgreignBiſhop, ur ts att blyar 
Truſtees of: the Peaplepor: aftertbing: an" hy Co 
theirs i in the _—_— Tow the' 


Cuties tby nar 
rag and bavenor: egth areal 7 the be wt by ome 
the. other Partics ? So char"if-ehep> are 'T; WM'7t" is ho thanks to 
their .Rehgion fort at; Have 2110e aff the's we Partſes. ated ACCOr- 
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ON nee" 


A. ( 2 "Þ ; 
- ding to theſe Antimonarchical principles ? Or can the worſt of. 
our Enemies with any truth..accuſe .our Church or her true Fol- 
lowers of any ſuch Actions ? But, what ( faith this Teſt-maker } 
can be more ridiculous then for ſuch, who cannot pretend to infallibility 
even in matters of: Faith, 4 pr - themſelves an inerrability in cimil 
Obgience 2,;Oh profou pund Senſe and Reaſon ! what cannot Men be 
Layal, oy. according to. their conſtant Principles of Loyalty 
without being infallible ? Or will not this Gentleman give us 
leave to be fo kind to him, orany of the Members of the Church 
of Rome, as to think them indued with Loyalty without robbin 
their Holy Father the Pope of his Prerogative of. Infqllibility, nh. 
aſcribing part. ta Bis Sons ? /Did .eve ack the Church of 
England' afſume to: bimſelF-an inerrability Bis Obedience ; onely fo 
long as he kept cloſe to his Rule his-Church hath given him ? 
I am, ſure on the?tontrary, the Sons. of that Charch-that:aflumes 
to ber felE-Infallibility in matters of Faith, can never be/indued 
with that fwgni--Gift of Loalty, fo long” as they keep themſelves 
out of the reach of the Anathema of their infallible Council of La- 
texan, afhix'd . by.. an inerrable Canon iepon all ſuch as deny - the Pope's 
power. - to. ing : Heretical Princes or Favourers 'of Hereticks. | So thar 
I muſt needs own (if they are Loyal.) their Loyalty far exceeds 
ours, ſince they are Loyal at the pexil of their immortal Souls; 
whereas we. can: only venture our 'Temporal. concerns for our 
Prince... or lf I 14 herb! oriern fog 
Tf therefore you will ſhow your ſelves truly Loyal, in the nexe 
Addreſs renounce that diſloyal Canon. of. the Council of Laterar ; 
or elſe we muſt believe either, that you are not Catholicks (-as-in 
your Religion, .you love to' be called |) or elſe do but ſerve'a turn 
' in yourPretences of Loyalty... | 
' Our of his 


< 19 abundant kindneſs-to the Members of. the Church. of 
Englend, this. Gentleman / is pleaſed to: allow them ito: have been 
Faithfil- and Serviceable to King. Charles-the 'Firft { we are extream- 
I obliged to him for this ſo-favourable - a Conceſſion 7 and: inideed' 
I could not but have ſome thoughts. of preſenting an Addreſs of 
thanks to him for it : But that he hath:ſaved me the trouble in fo! 
.well explaining it. For he tells us, that- this was.only 'an 'oxr - own: 
ecfence, and not joyning, with the common Enemy to cut. our own "Throuts ; 
pay further, that tbe. Ambition of our Church occafion'd the.-late War, 
and the loſs of the King's Life and:Crown. If fo ; then our Church 
| —__ 


(3) 
was ferviceable to King Charles the Firſt-with a vengeance. 'This 
( me - thinks ) looks ſomething like” a Dear-joje's Witticiſm,. or in 
plain Engliſh: a down-right Bull, that we ſhould be ſerviceable to our 
King, and yet, occaſion the loſs of his Crown and Life. : But it is no 
matter whar Contradictions he writes, ,if he can but thereby be- 
ſpatter the Church of -Eng/and ; he knows he is to deal with a 
People of an implicit Faith that can fwallow any Contradictions, or 
falſe Stories. Did ever any Man thus out-face the Sun as he hath 
done in theſe Afperſons ? Do not all Men ( that know any thing 
of the Hiſtory of the late times) know that if we of the Church of 
England would have joyn'd with the Rebels, or, but have owned the 
Ufurpers Authority, we might have enjoyed all our Rites, and have 
expected much greater Preferments? Was not this then very like con- 
ſulting our own preſent Intereft to fuffer Sequeſtrations,Decimations, 
-Plunderings, Impriſonments ; nay Death it ſelf, rather then A&t a- 
gainſt our Duty to our Prince? Is it not as viſible as the Sun, that 
the firſt pretence'for the late War was for ſecuring of Property, 
and -that Religion was but made a ſtalking Horſe: to catch the 
Rabble ? How. then was the Ambition of our Church, the occaſion of it ? 
But, Oh the admirable. Loyalty of the Romaniſts, That ſerved the Kinz 
without ' amy Prpſpett of advantage to themſelves ; Nay, when their Services 
were rejefed by the King and their Perſons baniſhed from his Preſence | Did 
not the Rebellious party cry out againſt Popery, and pretend that 
they only deligned. to ſecure: the Nation againſt Papiſts ? they knew, 
-or-at leaft at firſt believed 7 as he faith ) they ſhould meet with no 
quarter frem the Rebels,and therefore where ſhould they fly for fafety, 
to the Royal party ? but as ſoon as His Majeſty was forced by 
his Parliament to diſcard them, and that they faw the other party: 
would receive them, how many of them Liſted themſelves under” 


their Banners ? And, All Men know the great numbers of Papiſts which Vid, the" 
ferve in their (the Rebels) Army,Commanders and others ; and hath not Works. of K. 


Old Peter Du Moulin long fince aflerted, and offered to prove it Charles 
by undoubted Evidence, that a Feſure at the very execution of his _ 


hte Majeſty K. Charles the Firſt, wasſten amongſt the Rebels throw 
ing up his Cap for Foy ; inſulting in the moſt barbarous manner 
over that poor Prince in his laſt Tragick Exit ? So true is it, That' 
never any of that Communion ſerved that Party. 

This infallible Author is reſolved he will do the Church of Eng- 
 tend's buſineſs for Loyalry, and. therefore he rakes up allthe odious.. 
vep | EY 


the 


fok 
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As that ever have been done, ſince the-infangy of our Church (as.he 

words it, p.4...n fine) and very obligingly fathers them _ .Of 

23 which the Scorch Anfwerviz. Bellarmine thou heſt 15.2 tent con- 
tation. 

For asfor that, that ſhe [the Church of England] endeavoured with 
all her might to ſet up a Brat of ber ano exclude Lucen Mary. It is 
ſo void of all appearance of 'Truth, that it would puzzle any man 
by the Hiſtory of thoſe Times to gueſs what he means by it. I f@p- 
poſe he means the Lady Fare Gray. But was not ſhe ſet up by the 
Ambition of Dud/cy D.of Northumberland, who thereby hoped to have 
raiſed his Family [his Son being herHusband ] to the Royal Dignity 2 
Did not the Members of the Church of England, who were then in 
Power joyn againſt him 2 Nay did not Norzhumberland himſelf after he 
was taken [fo true a Son of our Church he was] offer toembrace the 
Communion of the Church of Rome to fave his Life ? Was it not 
eaſy for the Proteſtants at that time to have ſet up her Sifter Elizabeth, 
whom they kney to be of their own Religion, and to have exaluded 
Queen Mary ; but fo far were they from oppoling the right Succelli- 
on, that upon her Arrival into, Froningam-Caſtle, they readily. jayned 
with her, and ſet her upon her Throne. | RD 

Bat after © ueen Mary's Death, (faith he ibid.) Elizabeth a known 
Baſtard raiſed the Church of England as a Prop to ſupport the Weakneſs 
of her Title. 1s not this ſaid like a true Loyal Jeſuit, ſhewing 
the Honour he hath for Crown'd Heads, by .fixing upon one of 


the moſt renown of them, the moſt Honourable 'Title of a plain, 


downright Baſtard ? Nay, it is by ſo much more like him, by 
how much it wants: of 'I'ruth, Was not Queen E/:zabeth Daugh- 


.ter of King Hemy the Eighth born in: Wedlock after a moſt ſo- 


lemn Divorce, grounded upon ane. of the juſteſt Cauſes that could 
be, viz. The Nullity of his former Marriage with the Lady Kathe- 
rine of Spain ?' Wag not it thought at -firft ſo by Cardinal /alſey, 
nay, by the Pope hiraſelf , who had he not been overaw'd by the 


'<Exppetotes would have determined the Marriage unlawful, nay, 
dic 


not he ſign a Bull to that purpoſe ? I dare appeal-to this Gen- 
tleman himſelf, whether there -be not far more-Reaſon to believe 
it unlawful for a Man to Marry his Brother's Wife, than there is 
to think it Lawful 2 Now if this Queſtion. muſt be determined 
in the Affirmative, doth it not dire&ly; fallow that- Queen: Mary's 
Legirimacy was far more uncertain, and conſequently her 'T'tle did 
more 


S 
S 
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: "T'SI 
more need 4Prop . to ſupport the Weakguſs of it, than her Siſter Queen 
Elizabet}s? Hem the Eighth their Father knew this well enough, 
and: therefore ſettled the matter (aswell- as he could) by Acts of 
Parliament; which" right I ſhall not diſpute. But however if the 
Remaniſts thought it good againſt the Scorch title for Queen Moy, 
why might not the Proteſtants think it as. good for ' Queen Elixze- 
berh? But they - (faith he) no ſooner found themſelves ſo eſtabliſhed, then. 
they fell to makinig thoſe Canibal-Laws to Hang, Draw, and Quarter the 
Prieſts of the Living:God, &e. Not fo faſt, I beſeech you Sir, were 
theſe Edicts made. or conſented: to by the Convocation ? were 
theſe ever made Canons of our Church ? Why then is not the 
Saddle ſet upon the right Horſe, and they own'd to be the aQts- 
of State, and not-of our Church ? Again, how: can theſe be faid 
to be true Prieſt of | the- Living God, who would not own the Pow- 
er that God had: ſerover us' in our:Nation,. but look'd upon the ſi- 

reme Magiſtrate, as one depoſed by the Popes Authority,- and ad- 
judged to Death, and therefore were continually Plotting and 


. Contriving againſt her Life and Dignity, and ſetting up the 


Queen of - Scozs Title againſt her, which forced the Queen and her 
Council (which had it not. been neceſfary, I am ſire the Members 
of our Church would have: thought moſt inhumane) to take away 


_ the Life of thatunfottunate Princeſs? Now I pray what Crime is | 


it, or what fault is it in our Church, if the Supream Power of our + 
Nation does enact Laws to ſecure the. Government ? Or what dif- 
loyalty is it for the” Church of. England not- to join with Rebells, 
or: for the State to puniſh them by Law. ? 

Oh! but theſe Laws are exclaimed againſt by all the Reformed Church- 
es of Chriſtendom, &c. (p. 5.) But for this. we muſt only take this 
Gentleman's bare word ; of the Sincerity of which, this Pam- 
plet hath already given us ſuch undoubted Inſtances as cangot bur 
prevail with us, if we reſolve never to be beliey'd our ſelves, to be- 
lieve him ; but ſuppoſing any of the Reformed ſhould ſpeak a- 

inſt them, have not our Governours the Power of determining 

y Law what is neceſlary for the publick Peace ? 

But however who can . endure to hear Papiſts crying up Mo- 
deration, and exclaiming againſt Sanguinary Laws, &c. For, 
this is for the Kettle to accuſe the Pot of Blackneſs. Who I pray 
firſt enacted chat. Aft, De Heretico.Comburendo, and as long as t 
had Power, nay ſometimes, -(as in the Caſe of Fohm | Hufſe, &c:) 
contrary. - 


ing ; Hereticks by the I-quiſitim. 2 or” that more ' Harmleſs way 


(now ſo much celebrated by the French Clergy) of perſwading - 


them by Boored Apoſtles, who will neither let them Fly, nor Dye, 
nor Sleep, nor Eat in quiet, till they have own'd their Converſt- 
on ? . 

. Who 'was it that Muthered ſvch numbers of the Albigenſes in 
cold Blood, * in the days of ore, and in latter times butchered fo 
many Thouſands of the Enghſh in Ireland, and {ince that put to 
the Sword ſo many -Proteſtants about Piedmont ? | 

Who was it that murthered two. Princes cne after another, v7. 
Henry the 3d. and Henry the 4th. of' France, and. raifed that Bloody 
League, called the Holy League (a pattern to our Proteſtant-Jeſu- 
i:5-Scorch-Covenant) by which ſo many Thouſands were deſtroyed 
by War ? Who was it that approved theſe things, and made 
Panegyrick Orations upon them ? Were theſe Members of the 
Church of England, or of the Church of Reme-? I leave it to 
this Gentleman to tell us in his next Pamphlet, if he deſires to hear 
any more of theſe matters: and ſhall conclude this affair with an 
Expreſſion of his own rightly applyed, viz. That if Murtherers of 
their Lawful Soveraigns; if making holy Leagues againſt them ; if 
raifmg Wars and Commotions in all Kingdoms ; and Canons of Infallble 
General Councils that bind them to ſuch Afions under an Anathema be 
ſufficient Teſtimenies of Loyalty, we muſt own the Church of Rome t9 
have been” hitherto unparalleld in her Duty, but if this be not the true Teſt 
of Loyal Suvjefts, our Roch of Loyalty is already degenerate into a Rock 
of Scandal, of Deſobedience, and Rebelion. p.5, in fine & p. 6. 

'The reſt of his Diſcourſe trom p. 6. line the 7th. is taken up in 
baſe and falſe Infinuations of the Church of England's Diſlojalty , 
or at- icaſt Ingratitude to our preſent King , in that notwithſtand- 
ing his Gracious Promiſes - and Royal Word to maintain our 
Religion, we dare not truſt him, nor had not ſo much Gratitude 
to take off the Sanguinary Laws andthe Teſt at his requelt. 


But (Good Sir) if our Parliament of England will not do this, : 


whzt 1s jt to the Church of England? Why muſt the Church 
anſwer for the Acts of the State? or why is. it Ingratitude or 
Dilloyalty to ſecure our ſelves againſt Popiſh Prieſts who hold 


there 


£4 685 ihe 9s. 
cantrary)to the moſt ſolemn Promiſe of an whole Council of their 
Clergy) put it in Execution ? | I3ifut 255 aol et 
Vho. was it that found out that old 'meck Method of convert- 
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and Pius Luartus his Creed, 
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.»& ' Why in the firſt place, ſuch as will ſwear, &c. The Oaths that 
are required by the Tzt, are only the Oaths of Supremacy and Allegi- 
ance. Now why any ſhould be rraſted with the Power of the 
Nation, who will not. fear Fealty to the Government, my dull 
Politicks I cenfeſs cannot underſtand. As for the renouncing-of 
Tranſubltantiation, a bare Declaration and Subſcription' without 
Swearing is all that the Tef? it ſelf doth command. Bur this it is 
for a Man to write (as he believes) by an implicit Faith (5.e.) to 
take things © upon Truſt without any Examimation, and to ſer 
them down for 'Truths. | | 
But ſuppoſe now the worlt that can be, that it was Literally true 
as he would have it. What harm would it be to his Majeſty, to be 
ſerved by none but ſuch as believe, and will ſwear that he is an Idolater ; if 
they are all ſach (as the Sons of the Church of. England) who do 
believe and think themſelves bound to ſerve him faithfully, though be really 
#as not only an Idblater, but an Heathen? Is he not far dafer in fach 
hands, than-in the hands of ſuch, who though they think him not 
an Idolater, yet if they think him an Heretick, or afavourer of 
Hereticks, may think themſelves bound to deſtroy him ; eſpecially 
if a Foreign Power fhall- give them Authority, as too many Popes 
h have done, even againſt thoſe Princes that have profeſſed the 
. Roman Religion? Laſtly, who is there of the Church of England, 
F > that becauſe he' himſelf doth not believe *Tranfabſtantiation; does 
=o therefore think that the King dces not? or that will pronounce 
F | him an Idolater for Worſhiping that which ' he believes is 
God? | | w 
Since then Slandering and Mis-reprefentation will not do, the- 
' Gentleman proceeds in the next place (Pag. 7.) to Wheedling ; bit 
the beſt on't is, he hath made a Rod for his own Britch, and his 
own Words refte& more upon his own Church than ours ;: for is #e 
not @ delicate innocent Church, that cannot be ſafe but m a fortified 
Place ? Þ is a great Argument of her modefty, to own herſelf weak and 
anable to ſubſift without a Law to burn Hereticks ; or what is worſe, 
; to clap them up, and ſtifle them, or ſtarve them, or wrack them 
zo death in the I:quiſition,. who cannot | conform to all their' Super- 
ftitions. Prayer, Faſting, Mortification of the Fleſh, and other © Au- 
Nerities are' not, it ſeems, ſo proper means to remove her Feats arid 
ealouſies, but She muſt have a Coercive Power even over Kings them- 
elves, The Primitive Chriſtians flouriſhed for three hundred years 
| under 


>» * 
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" annder- Priicinim) bui yer thei number. iricieaſed more in three 
years in Conſtentine's Reign, than-almoſt in-all: the: three' bundred 
years before. - If this Church. be from God -it (will: ſtand'3 hath not rhe 
Apſtobee Church, (nay, the 'only Carholick Church, as Rome tiles 
it ſelf) the aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt,. who is to. contiuue with the trac 
Church. till the' end of ' the World ?+ Why (then doth: not. She, who 
pretends tobe the. Mother-Church, of all others, -ſet -her Children. 
an Example in the: diſcarding her: Sanguinary: Laws. againſt alt He- 


reticks, and granting a full Liberty 'of Conſtierce to all ſorts of 


Men ? If She would do. this, by her Succeſs: therein, we -ſhould 
the better. judge the iency of" it- for our ſelves ; if She will 
not do this; and afford Proteftants Places of -Profit' and; Honour, 
why ſhould'we take off -our-Laws for their Sakes,: who will abate 
nothing for ours. | ': 

Pag. 8. He a&ts the. Diviie, and- would fon urge Thayfulſantiv- 
tion. for a prohable Doftrine, becauſe of . the many Wiſe and Learned that 
believe: it,. or at leaſt pretend to do ſo: By the fame Argument he 


might as well. prove Mahometiſm to be a probable Opinion ; for - 


there are many Wife Men, nay, fome Learned men amongſt the 
Turks-as well as amongft the Papiſts. Whonr he refleSts upon by his- 
new Tenet gohich makes it Idolatry to _ the Divine Body of Chriſt ; whe-. 
ther there be a Tranſubſtantiation or not, T am not able to Judge, for 
+ F affure-him+ this is- the firſt time-] ever- heard -of - this-Opinion:.-Ir 
cannot be the Church of England's (nor the. infallible Parliaments) as 
he-calls. it, for the Reaſon that is given by our Rubrick, is becauſe 
the Sacramental Bread and Wine remain ſtill mn their we'd natural Sub- 
ſtances, and therefore may nos be adared, &C. .... 

In the laſt Place, he proceeds.40 gives Advice, but the Ad-- 
vice of Enemies is always dangerous to be taken, and ſurely none. 
more dangerous than this, viz. That the Layal. Church. of England: 


ſhould change her old Principles of Loyalty, and learn of her Catholick:- 


Neighbours how to behave her ſelf towards Princes. What Principles 
would he have us change, - and for what? Wonld-he-have-amxe-. 


nounce our' conſtant ' Principle of Non-refiſtance to Princes, and _ 


change it for that of :be depoſng Dofrine > Would he have us learn. 
of our Neighbour-catholicks how to make Holy, Leagues. againſt 
our King, and to murder our Royal Maſters ? but he proceeds. 

Or She muſt give bis Majeſty leave not to. nour:ſh a Snakg in bis. Bo- 


fome, but to withdraw his Proteflion from ſuch 4s withdraw their Os 


delity. 
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